What Is the new problem of the so called =Bangla Desh"? Is it a real revolt of the East Pakistanis against the West Paklstanis or is It rather a strife between India and Pakistan? These are some of the quesUona arising from the Indo-Pakistan conflicL
W
rithout going into much detail about the genesis of Pakistan, its merits and demerits, it may perhaps suffice to mention the following: The creation of Pakistan was not the work of selfish people, it rather was the product of a special mind. This mind worked on the following idea: the Muslims of India who had ruled over the Continent for 1,000 years were suffering under the great burden of decay and humiliation, not only at the hands of the British, but moreover at the Hindus' hands, the people forming the majority of the population in India 1. In order to free themselves from that uncongenial condition of an inferior role, they sought to reassert the essential interests of the Indo-lslamic community. Hence there arose an urge to get their identity restored, as Dr Mohammad Iqbal, the philosopher-founder of Pakistan, so often said in his verses and writings 2. Later political leaders, among them Dr Mohammad All Jinnah, followed the above lines and founded, after considerable struggle, the new state of Pakistan.
Ideals Thrown Overboard
Putting to test the past 24 years of Pakistan's performance, it would seem to become painfully clear that the high ideals and goals once set by its Prime Minister have hardly been put into practice. Pakistan, despite its progress in average growth rates, in industrial production, in education, or lately in the "green" revolution, has not " Staff member of the Instltut for Weltwirtschaff. 1 It may be mentioned here that the Mussulmans of East Pakistan (formerly East Bengal) suffered most at the hands of the Hindus. One prominent Hindu politician, B. R. Madhok, writes that at the time of the partition, the Hindus "owned nearly 80 p.c. of the national wealth of East Bengal. done much on the employment front, on the social front, and least of all on the democratic front. GNP oriented development has made Pakistan somewhat stronger materially, but it has not improved the quality of life in the country at large. Any unbiased observer of Pakistan will have to admit quite frankly that present Pakistan, in terms of what it offers to the masses, is not the one which its people would have expected it to be. Many of its facets remain similar to what they had been during the colonial rule. Much of the earlier status quo and environment continues.
Overwhelming Poverty
Conditions in the neighbouring country, India, are no better. There the dreams of the masses have also not been realised. Exploitation of the masses by the few is still the supreme rule. In terms of open unemployment and overall poverty, there can be no doubt that the masses in India are even worse off than those in Pakistan.
It is quite possible that the problems of India and Pakistan may be different in certain respects and that their solution or solutions perhaps also vary, but there is definitely one feature common to them: The leaders of both countries are reluctant to create politically democratic and socially acceptable orders. The little allan to be found during the early years already seems to have gone with the wind. And this may remain the case for a long time to come! An American anthropologist recently wrote about India: "Inequality and exploitation are increasing; political dynamism is evaporating as reactionary provincials displace reforming cosmopolitans from the centres of power; deepening local particularism threatens the very integrity of the state; and income per head, though probably not actually declining is advancing at so slow a pace as to amount to virtual stagnation." He goes on to say: "What set out with Nehru's accession in 1947 to be a social and economic revolution, turned by his death in 1964, into a resurgence of DEVELOPMENT POLICY petty plutocracy ...3.,, On the same line are some statements of the Fourth Five Year Plan of Pakistan saying: "The scattered information that can be put together reveals that income distribution has become fairly skewed in the process of economic development. Real wages declined by about one-third during the 1960s .... The landless labour increased and there was the little gain in the real farm income per head for the small farmer 4.,, At present India and Pakistan are facing tens of millions of unemployed and underemployed people s. Further there is enough evidence to prove that a large section of the population is still at the lowest possible level of existence. Despite much planning and development, the welfare of a substantial portion of India's population (20 to 30 p.c.) has in fact declined over the period 1960-61/1967-68 6. It is therefore no wonder that India today is faced with actively rebellious groups like the Naxalites. This is how things look in India and Pakistan. The root causes for the present malaise and state of crisis in India and Pakistan are not so much the quarrels between the North and the South Indians or between the East and the West Pakistanis. They go much deeper. In fact they result from the failure of the leaders in India and Pakistan to reach the goals once promised by the founders Ghandi-Nehru and Jinnah-Liaquat All. It is the non-fulfilment of these goals that is now shaking the foundations of both young republics.
Petty Issues Overplayed
Unable or feeling incapable of undertaking fundamental reforms, the leaders of both countries are engaged in finding excuses for abusing each other. While unimportant issues of lingual, regional and racial character have been overplayed in both countries, the burning issues confronting them, i.e. a better distribution of income, job opportunities or the solution of the Kashmir problem have been purposely neglected.
It is true that the creation of Pakistan was not accepted by many Hindus including among them the majority of Indian political leaders, particularly V. B. Patel. But why should India not accept Pakistan today? Pakistan is now a f ait acc o m p I i and India's leaders and people should take proper note of it. Against this background, it is not surprising to find Pakistan feeling insecure. Every time that tensions break out between India and Pakistan, it is Pakistan that suspects India's designs. Pakistan seems justified in doing this. It is much smaller in size and in population and has the added disadvantage of having two segments located at a huge distance from each other. Pakistan's past experiences with India in Junagadh, in Hyderabad, in Jammu and Kashmir, and the problems with the Eastern rivers (Farakka barrage) have continually refuelled Pakistan's mistrust of India's intentions 7. The people of India and Pakistan-at least the massesare too poor for being able to afford the luxury of playing at this kind of politics. They have too many social and economic headaches of a more fundamental and direct nature as to continue hating each other. No good will ever come out of this kind of irresponsible emotionalism.
Chauvinist Politics
Looking at the politics of India and Pakistan, one feels in fact deeply pained to see that the vain game of chauvinist politics being played is not in the interests of the underprivileged people of both countries but precisely against them. It is time that these neglected people, and along with them the intellectuals, rise to the occasion and do something to improve the situation. Instead of arming against each other and spending huge sums of money on defence 8, on propaganda, etc., -all this calculated to create a still deeper and wider gulf between the people of India and Pakistan-both should now come to strike out along a new path. This path inevitably will have to lead to cooperation between the two countries in economical as well as in political and cultural matters. Both nations have a great deal in common. Through cooperation they are sure to gain more than to lose 9 7 A. K. B r o hi, Pakistan's leading lawyer and at one time ambassador in India recently wrote: "Judged by the past experience of Indian intransigence, no one can blame Pakistanis for re~arding India's response to their domestic matters in the 'negative way' they have been doing. = Rationale of India's Hostility to Pakistan, Impact International, London, September 10-23, p. 5.
e Fritz B a a d e, Weltweiter Wohlstand, Oldenburg and Hamburg, 1970, p. 193 ft. 9 This factor is recognised even by Zulflkar All B h u t t o, dubbed so often by Indian writers and politicians as one of the greatest war hawks of Pakistan. He wrote in his book "The Myth of Independence": =Relations between India and Pakistan should resemble those between Sweden and Norway, countries which had to break apart in order to come closer to each other. India and Pakistan have so much in common ...= London, 1969, p. 162.
